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DETAILED ACTION 
Oath/Declaration 

1 . The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application 
number and filing date is required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

It does not include the notary's signature, or the notary's signature is in the 
wrong place. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
inconsistency in the disclosure. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Line 24 on Page 11 mentions that the user can directly enter text- 
searchable information; this fact is not supported any where in the specification. 
In fact, the specification itself does not allow the use of a full text-entry keyboard 
(Page 7 Line 11). It is impossible for the user to enter text-searchable 
information without the use of a full text-entry keyboard. Therefore, the user 
cannot possibly enter the text information. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,028,679 to Murphy in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 5,631 ,745 to Wong etal. 

Regarding Claim 1 , Murphy discloses an Internet device that is capable of 
transmitting and receiving fax messages (see Figure 8). The device has a 
network connection section for communication with a network (see Figure 8 
Element POTS); this device is capable of communicating using both data and fax 
protocols (refer to Column 4 Lines 32-33). The CPU (see Figure 8 Element 72) 
and the ASIC chip (see Figure 8 Element 64) control the communication of this 
device (refer to Column 4 Lines 28-35). However, Murphy does not disclose a 
video section that generates video signals for displaying fax messages on the 
video display, and a reduced-keyset user interface that generates user interface 
signals to be received by the user interface signal receiver. 

Wong et al., on the other hand, disclose a communication device that 
includes a video section (see Figure 2 Elements 115, 119, 18, and 18', and also 



Application/Control Number: 09/902,985 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2626 

Figure 1 Elements 17 and 18) for generating video signals, and a user interface 
section (see Figure 2 Elements 113 and 33). The video section has the ability to 
generate video signals to be displayed on a CRT or a standard television (refer to 
Column 6 Lines 29-32). According to the disclosure, received fax messages and 
other status information (refer to Column 1 1 Lines 12-16) can be displayed on a 
television set (Column 1 Lines 36-37). The user is able to communicate with the 
device via the interface section (refer to Column 6 Lines 26-28). The processor 
(see Figure 2 Element 51) controls every component contained in the device 
including the video (see Figure 2 Elements 115, 119, 18, and 18') and network 
(see Figure 2 Elements 83, 85, and 86) interfaces. Wong et al.'s device can also 
communicate using both fax and data protocols (refer to Column 5 Lines 45-46); 
although Wong et al. do not explicitly mention the word "protocol," but it is clear 
that their device must support fax and data protocols in order to handle both fax 
and data traffic. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art to combine Wong et al.'s disclosed functionalities (video display, and user 
interface) with Murphy's disclosed invention to create an Internet device that is 
capable of transmitting and receiving fax messages; the device also provides a 
video interface to display fax messages, and a user interface that allows the user 
to selectively view the fax messages. The motivation to do so is to reduce paper 
cost and provide flexible use. By simply deleting the fax messages displayed on 
the video display, the user can reduce the paper cost; the user does not have to 
print every incoming fax message. Therefore, cost is reduced. The user can 
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enjoy the flexible use by using the remote control to selectively view the fax 
messages. 

Regarding Claim 6 . Wong et al. disclose that a printer can be connected 
to the invented device to print the fax messages (refer to Column 3 Lines 53-55). 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,028,679 to Murphy in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,631 ,745 to 
Wong et al. as applied to Claims 1 and 6 above, and further in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,779,019 B1 to Mousseau et al. 

Regarding Claim 5 , both Murphy and Wong et al. do not disclose the 
transmission of a read-receipt after displaying a fax message. Mousseau et al., 
however, disclose a redirector that will direct a read-receipt to the message 
sender (refer to Column 24 Lines 40-45). 

Therefore, those skilled in the art will recognize that it would have been 
obvious to utilize Mousseau et al.'s method of providing a read-receipt to the 
sender. The motivation to do so is provide assurance; after receiving the read- 
receipt, the sender would be assured that his/her fax was transmitted correctly, 
and that the other user has read it. 



5. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,028,679 to Murphy in view of U.S. Patent 
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No. 5,631,745 to Wong et al. as applied to Claim 1 above, and further in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,779,178 to Lloyd et al. 

Regarding Claim 2 , Wong et al., and Murphy do not disclose the use of a 
fax server to store fax messages. 

However, Lloyd et al. disclose the use of a fax server to store fax 
messages (see Figure 2 Element 224, and refer to Column 8 Lines 41-42). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art to use a fax server as taught by Lloyd et al.; the motivation to do so is to 
provide an additional feature of remotely storing fax messages, and it further 
increases storage capacity. Also, it is conventional to use a fax server in 
systems like that of Murphy and Wong et al.'s for remote storage and archiving of 
messages. 

Regarding Claim 3 , according to Figure 2 of Lloyd et al.'s disclosure, the 
simultaneous connection to the fax system, and the fax server is clearly 
illustrated. The fax machine (Figure 2 Element 216) is connected to the fax 
server (Figure 2 Element 224) via the connection 250 (Figure 2 Element 250). 
The client computer (Figure 2 Element 212) is also connected to the fax server 
(Figure 2 Element 224) via the network (Figure 2 Element 240). Therefore the 
simultaneous connection is established. Incoming fax messages can be stored 
on the fax server as disclosed (refer to Column 8 Lines 41-42). 
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6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,028,679 to Murphy in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,631 ,745 to 
Wong et a!., and further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,779,178 to Lloyd et al. as 
applied to Claims 2 and 3 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,826,369 to Hussey. 

Regarding Claim 4 , Murphy, Wong et al., and Lloyd do not disclose the 
search and filtering functions, which can be used to search for fax messages. 
Hussey, on the other hand, provides "filters" such that email messages can be 
searched (refer to Column 9 Lines 12-20). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to apply the search concept as taught by Hussey 
to filter, catalog, and search for certain fax messages; the motivation to do so is 
to provide convenience to the user. The user will find it convenient to just read 
the fax messages of interest. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
should be directed to Jason Vuong at 703-306-4157. The examiner can nor/f^lly 
be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. 



